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PMd Maine Bureau of  General services  
 Property Management division
r&d research and development
reach european Union registration, evaluation 
 and authorization of  chemicals
reds registration eligibility decisions 
rFQ request for Quotations
seiU service employees international Union
saicM strategic approach to international  
 chemicals Management
TUra Toxics Use reduction acts
Tosca  Toxic substances and control act 
UsePa environmental Protection agency
UsGs U.s. Geological survey
vPvB very Persistent, very Bioaccumulative




